United States of America vs. United S( - tes Di strict Court fo

DEFENDANT JANEAN C, PIEIDSE =000 e R IARLL UF O URLAHOMA L 00

In the presence of the attorney for the government

A0-245 [FERE

the defendant appeared in person on this date - o & 28 4]

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

MONTH DAY YEAR

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

X WITH counseL | Pavid Peterson, Retained

L_x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | i NOLO CONTENDERE,

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

— ' L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding NE&R& of ¥
= 1 GUILTY.

FINDING & > Section 656, as cha.rgtd in the Informat -
JUDGMENT

)

| NOT GUILTY

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haxwi violated Title 18, U.5.C. ‘

—_—

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to t
AL AL

oE iy

he court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charge
T TR, SO M OEE Ar y -

d and convicted an

The Imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is

SENTENCE hereby placed on prbbation for a pericd of Three and one-half

OR > (3 1/2) vears from thig date.

+ pursuant to T. 18,

U.S‘C.’ Sec.

PROBATION 5010(a) , under the provisions of the YouthhC®rrection Act.

ORDER

SPECIAL THE SPECIAL COKDITION OF FROBATION is that the defendant make
condivions | full restitution in regqular payments to bank as directed by

OF the probation office.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL T ,
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
se side

OF
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation perlod,

of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation peried of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

d ordered thafXXIEMEIERIN:

rThe court orders commitment Lo the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

SIGNED BY } R A

U.S. District Judgs
- James U, EIlison

L] U.5. Magistrate Date 3'"28-?,0 |

It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

{ JCLERK
{ ) DEPUTY
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT - ™ E l; Ei E)
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUB 28 1980
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
' Plaintiff,) sl R o
vs ) ; 75-CR-180-F [f= h‘ Uffﬂlﬂﬂl W
JAMES NEAL SUMMERS, )
Defendant.)
ORDER

On January 21, 1976, came the attorney for the gowernment and
the defendant appeared in person and by counsel Gary H. Baker.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty,
had been convicted of having violated Title 26, U.8.C., Section 5861
(@) (e).

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant was guilty as charged and
convicted.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant was sentenced to the custody
of the Attorney General for treatment and supervision until discharged
by the Federal Youth Correction Act as provided by Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 5010 (b).

ON May 24, 1976, an Order Modifying sentence was entered as
follows: "It is Adjudged that the defendant does not need commitment,
the execution of the sentence is suspended and the defendant is placed
on probation for Five (5) years, pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C., Section
5010(a)."

Thereafter, on June 5, 1980, there having been filed an applic-
ation by the Probation Officer that the defendant's probation be revoked
and the grounds therefor being set thereon, and upon approval by the
Court , Warrant for Arrest of Probationer was issued.

On July 15, 1980, came the attorney for the government and the
defendant appeared with counsel Tom Gann. Upon completion of an
evidentiary hearing the Court found the defendant had violated the
terms and conditions of said probation and it was adjudged that the
order of probation entered on May 24, 1976, be revoked and set aside
and the Court further found that the defendant would not benefit from
The Youth Correction Act.

Now, on this 28th day of August, 1980, THE COURT ORDERS the
defendant be committed to the custody of the Attorney General for
a period of eighteen (18) months.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is de-
ferred until September 5, 1980, at 10:00 a.m., at which time the
defendant is to present himself to the United States Marshal.

IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this
judgment and commitment to the United States Marshal or other gualified
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.

. » JUDGE
UNPIED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
£ a;z 1980

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
Jenlott D v
L, S, VS ERICE CuUaT
United States of America Criminal No. 80-CR-85
vs.
ALFRED GEBHARDT . )

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the _Northern District of __Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the INDICTMENT against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Alfred Gebhardt defendant.

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

L]
Un;ed States District Judge

FORM OBD-113

Date: 47«41 231350
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8-27-74
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA o
W
F“%w'.
II--.-_-
United States of America Criminal No. BO—CR:78
VE.
) F 1 LED it
ATl
KELLT MEEK IN OPEN CCURT Fg*i\*
AUG 27 980
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crimingl > DVOIMCT COURT

-
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States N ,*
IP\EL\N
Attorney for the _Northern District of __ Oklahoma —
hereby dismisses the INDICTMENT filed June 6, 1980 against
(indictment, information, complaint)
KELLI MEEK defendant.
[ .
N
i
"
A
B

QVQQZ;//ﬁféjA%é%Z i

As§.£. United Statks Atforney 7

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. &ﬂ

ed States District Judge

Date: &7‘44«3 ZG /9o
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN Pistrict of OKLAHOMA .

b
eretimirmperes-
-

United States of America ) Criminal No. S0~CR-78
vs.

e,

MICHAEL JONES ) oy
L8

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal L

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States rc;"ﬂ"
e

Attorney for the Northern District of  Oklahoma :

hereby dismisses the _INDICTMENT filed June 6, 1980 against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Michael Jones defendant.

FILED ~-
IN- OPEN’ COUR ety

BT |,
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

-
U S. DISTRICT COURT

! _

:

L

;
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. -E::‘_‘"
1&‘{-

. :
éz,l(,..wc. b

ited States District Judge

Date: W 2'3 /78D r
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8-27-74

Lo

i. b o

«u-:’“ “‘.‘ﬂdz vf*ﬂ«..r‘ »'.'fy.:“k--; ek wl-px- ‘-H‘Kd f_‘*&-‘:"%-’%‘\mﬁ‘. "i"'\’:“""’-v#l”‘r‘“:{"’;; l"-‘-‘-_:\_-,.*.““‘}rﬁ m"ﬁ»— .

LA
#4, - """(. _— "x.?”'",'"‘ L .-“,‘"




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EPLED
AUG2 71980

Jack C. Sifuar, Clarx
V. S. DISTRICT COURT
76-CR-103-C

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS

CARL EUGENE CLARK,

Defendant.

ORDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT AND PROBATION ORDER

The Court hereby orders that the Judgment and Order of
Probation entered on September 10, 1976, is hereby modified as
follows:

Count 1 - Five (5) Years Probation;

Counts 2 through 16 - Five (5) Years as to each Count, all

to run concurrently with the probation imposed in Count 1.

Dated August Z, T, 1980.
CHIEF %. 3. DISTRICT JUDGE




DEFENDANT

United States of America vs. Unlted St 28 Dis-.triCt Court for
(the NORTHERN DISTRICT of OKLAHOMA ,

DUONG, TUAR MANH
L e e e 1 DOCKET NO. P | 80-00084-01~BT ]

COUNSEL

PLEA

e ORDER A0-2as [[FE)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date P 08 26 80

L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counscl appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L X IWITHCOUNSEL __Kenneth L. Stainer . _ _ _ _ . ]

{Name of counsel)

1.X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ) NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vmolixt of X
L2 1 GUILTY.
: Defendant has been ¢onvicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated T. 18, U.S.C.
FINDING & s '
JUDGMENT Section 1702, as charged in the Indictment.
_
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why ju&gment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudfled the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: “Fiveadefondaminie
“hosoby SOt b st sl afthe irarosx Sararal v auwibasizad-rapiaentative. Sni @ prsanmen-fome-periad-of
Count 1 - The Imposition of Sentence is Suspended
and the Defendant iz placed on Probation
SENTENCE
oR for a period of One and One-Half Years
PROBATION (or Eighteen (18) Mondhs) from this date
OROER as to Count 1.
4’-. . i
SIS Y ~
SPECIAL URD &
CONDITIONS AUGZ g 1980
OF RN
PROBATION O
vy i gt
ADDITIONAL _ _ o _
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the geheral conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF ' any thne-during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period. * ; -
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
A It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT r and commitment.t? the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- - s shal or other qualified officer.
DATION * CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
Msiatant/}{.s . At - H
..‘ V: ! . . . . e ‘ - 7. (‘"—_\ ’
‘ - "/ . THIS DATEM Zé / /‘?80
SIGNED BY 4% é M kf ‘U }ﬂ
L X u.s. District Judge i By _M;; _%g_z/ﬂ{.
{ })CLERK
L e oRsR pate August 26, 1980 X ) oeputy

hWo



A.',M.
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
District of
United States of America Criminal No. 80-CR-65
ve.

Ronnie Pollard - i

o
[

Ay oan
i[\h!l‘! : t’..” F ;:.\ "~

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Noxthern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses t%¢ Count One only of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Ronnie Pollard defendant.

=4 %aja' ,J, @ﬁ?fc_

Asst United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

s/H. DALE COOK
United States Distriet Judge

Date:

FORM OBD-113
DOJ
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United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

-/
T

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF :

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-/

SIGNED BY

X1 U.S, District Judge

L J U.S. Magistrate

the defendant appeared in person on this date

L3 WITHOUT COUNSEL

%) WITH COUNSEL

LE__| GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

\. §2024 (b) ,  as chargyed in tha Indictment.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

RONNIE POLLARD

80-CR-65-02~C ]

DOCKET NO. - |

n
3

PROBATION/C 2 rrnse

Lk
LS X B

ORDER FYSRPEEA(5/75)

YEAR
=

However 1he court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

MONTH

08

In the presence of the attorney for the government DAY

25

i

—

(Name of counsel}

I NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 | NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L. NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/wepbit of
LX ) GUILTY.

Defendant has been.convicted as charged of the offense(s} of ‘having violated Title 7, U.5.C.,

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrar
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Shycsefendent i

DR OB R DL TR, 30 DL IR LI S OISR I R e YO O XAt st g iraesoareat Jor sraestad wic

THE IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE in Counts 4, 5 and 6 is hereby suspended
and the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two and One-
Half (2 1/2) Years from this date, as to each count: said probation
imposed in Counts 5 and 6 to run concurrent with the probation imposed
in Count 4.

AUB25 1980

jack &, Silver, Ciur
1. S. DISTRICT CO%.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the generél conditions of probation set out on the
Teverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time ddring the prabation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permittgd by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

probation for a violation eccurring during the probation perio

It s ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

DS, # fwe Costs E=OVR W

H. Dale Cook, Chief Judge

pate. August 25, 198K -y DEPUTY

W, >



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. B80-CR-65
vE.

Rosabelle Thompson

ot

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses ¥¥x Count One only of the Indictment ggaingt
(indictment, information, complaint)

Rosabelle Thompson defendant.

/é/ %uﬂa 5. ﬂq""]/
Asst. United States Attorney/

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregolng dismissal.

s/H. DALE COOK

United States District Judge
Date:

FORM OBD-113
DOJ
8-27-74




United States of America vs. Unlted S‘ " tes Di str ict Court for

DEFENDANT ROSABELLE THOMPSON

PROBATION/C TNV 755897 ORDER o 2e5 (@

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 08 25 1980

COUNSEL -] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L_X | WITH COUNSEL _Joe Lepan, retained __ _ _ __ ]

{Name of counsel}

X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | J NOLO CONTENDERE, \ NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
—ﬁ L3 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding spacsdoe of
Lx i GUILTY.

‘ | Defendang has been conviied as charged of the offense(s) of having. violated Title 7, U.s.C.,
FIRDING & ->-53024'(b)”and Title 18, U.8.C., §2, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT : f

N The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Ws

¢ st ; xRS i ; itk

THE IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE in Counts 2, 3 and 4 is hereby suspended
SENTENCE and the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two and One-
OR >,Half (2 1/2) Years from this date, as to each count; said probation
progaTioy | imPosed in Counts 3 and 4 to run concurrent with the probation imposed
ORDER in Count 2.

SPECIAL | | N F . ! e
CONDITIONS 5 m
- - AgBROE G

ack C. Sibver, List-
U) S. DISTRICT cou-~

ADDITIONAL . . - . c
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
. reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court riay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
0¥ | “any time durikg the probation period or within a.ma:ximum_probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation ocqyrring during the probation period. : )

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, )
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

& certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT. and commitment to the 1.5, Mar-
RECOMMEN- | . . shal or other qualified officer,
DATION

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

)

h THIS DATEL, , L VR
SIGNED BY .6 :
! u.s, District Judge ) :Z’/ W /O“"éd— ét%ﬁ‘ }oBY e D
H. Dale Cook, Chief Judge { )CLERK
1 U.S. Magistrate ’ g nate August 25, 1980, S ) DEPUTY

ho



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

V2

United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-138

vsl

ﬂ

@mm n

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL {

- w||

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of c:-iminL'J.S Dls‘“* ' v

ROBERT VERNON SMITH )

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Information against
(indictment, information, complaint)

ROBERT VERNON SMITH defendant.

-

Asst., United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

-
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United States District Judge
Date:
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-

United £ tes District Court +

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT
Charles C. Groom

80~CR~-55~-E

DOCKET NO. = |

In the presence of the attorney for the government

MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 8 21 80
COUNSEL Lx_l WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel aspointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
L_JWITHCOUNSEL L _Déniel Boudreau, Retained _ _
(Name of counsel)
&__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L I NOLO CONTENDERE, L1 NOTIGUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, o
TN L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ‘
There being a findingteeadict of i
X_L GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense{s) of having violated T. 26, U.S.C . s
FINDING & :geation 7215, as charged in the information
JUDGMENT
-—
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything ta say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
d to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered tha(l i ANIOIERT]s
KO3 XXX { 20 00 RN 30 23 I XX XX D X T,
The imposition of sentence is suspended in each of Counts
II, IV, ¥V, VI and VII and defendant is placed on provation
sentence |£OT one (1) year on Count II and ordered to rey & fine of
oR ;1,000 A8 to Count II, which fine shall be pald on or before
prosaTion (b€ end of the one year probationary pericd. Defendant is
orpEr  (Piaced on probation for one (1) year on Count IV and ordered to
pay a fine of $1,000 as to Count IV, which fine shall be paid
prior to the end of the second year of probation. The probationary
period on Count IV shall run consecutive to the prob&ationary period
in Count II. Defendant is placed on probation for one (1) year
on Count V and ordered to pay a fine of $1,000, which fine shall be
speciaL  [Paid prior to the end of the third year of probation. The probationary
conniTions [period on Count ¥V shall run consecutive to the probationary period
OF in Count IV. Defendant is placed on probation for one (1) year on
PROBATION Count VI and ordered to pay a fine of $1,000 as to Count VI, which
fine shall be paild on or before the end of the fourth year of probation.
The probationary period on Count VI shé&ll run consecutive to the pro~
fpationary period in Count V. Defendant is placed on probation for
one (1) year on Count VII and ordered to pay a fine of £1,000 as
to Count VII, which fine shall be paid prior to the end of the
fifth year of probation. The probationary pericd on Count VII to run
ADDITIONAL § W gEivget heoﬂﬁebemm %am%dgéy o {a_ the
CONDITIONS na meon to thessg;cig%ditmns ol probation |rnpose¥a ove, s he oragemyhrapﬁitl% probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probat.on perigd. ‘ ‘
% U and b 5 18 Bl O AN Eolz n = )4 T O
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment.t? the U.S. Mar-
AECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
—) : THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’
L——J U.5. District Judge L TS

{ }JCLERK
{ )OEPUTY

K U.s. Maglstrate §-21-860 |

Date

We



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vS. No. 80-CR-25-C

= L Dj@
AGT51980 X

ORDER Jack C. Silver, (175
- U. S. DISTRICT COIRT

The Court is in receipt of a letter from the defendant

MAURICE GENE ROBISON,

Defendant.

Maurice Gene Robison which it will treat as a motion for a
reduction of sentence pursuant to Rule 35 of the Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure. The defendant entered a plea
of guilty to an indictment charging him with violations of
Title 18 U.S.C. §§656 and 1014 and he now asks the Court to
‘modify the sentence imposed by it upon him on April 18,°
1980.

In considering defendant's motion for reduction of
sentence, the Court has carefully reviewed the entire record
and finds that the defendant's sentence should be modified
to include a designation pursuant to Title 18 U.s.C. §4205 (b) (2) .
In all other respects, the defendant's sentence shall remain

unmodified.

> 2

It is so Ordered this __{;5 day of August, 1980.

H. DALE ‘CO
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 80-CR-13-C

CHARLIE PEARSON O'NEAL,

Defendant.

S
J”('Q- et

The Court has before it for consideration the motion of
the defendant, Charlie Pearson O'Neal, for a feduction of
sentence pursuant to Rule 3% of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure. The defendant entered a plea of guilty to Counts
One, Two, and Three of an indictment charging him with
violations of Title 18 U.S.C. §§471 and 473. On April 3,
1980, the defendant was sentenced to three concurrent four-
year terms of imprisonment.

The Court has carefully reviewed the entire record and
finds that the term of imprisonment imposed was appropriate
just and reasonable under the circumstances of this case.
However, the Court will modify defendant's sentence to
include a specification pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. §4205 (b} (2)
that the defendant may be released on parole at such time as
the Parole Commission may determine. In all other respects,

the sentence of April 3, 1980 will stand.

' ~ed
It is so Ordered this _ 4{ day of August, 1980.

~
H. DALE CO

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court

ko



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FTOTOTT DY
o Qi&%ﬂw/
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, ; i \
) ;//UfS.LHJHJLI LUURT
VS, ; No. T76~CR-82
Thomas Rankin Alexander ;
Defendant, ) i
ORDER

This case is before the Court on its own motion for

correction of the defendant's sentence pursuant to Rule 35

of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procé&ure. On August 12,
1976 , the defendant was sentenced to a term of imprisonment

for a violation of Title 21, United States Code, Section 846,
in Count I of the above-cited case, In addition to the term
. of imprisonment imposed in Count I, a two year special parole
;term was imposed upon the defendant. On June 16, 1980, the
United States Supreme Court held that a special parole term
may not be imposed for a narcotics conspiracy violation under

Section 846, Bifulco v. United States, No. 79-5010 (June 16,
1980).,

For the foregoing reason, it is therefore ordered that
the special parole term heretofore imposed upon the defendant

in Count I of the Indictment is hereby vacated,

It is so Ordered this 5 : day of Jgg%5;£¢4‘261_, 1980 .
H, DALE COOK

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




